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Q: The majority of the people of Islam are now seeking judgement from other than 
the Shari’ah of Allah by seeking judgement from the courts which rule according to 
the French and Western laws, in addition to their implementation of some rulings of 
Islam such as issues related to divorce and inheritance. So is this what is meant by 
shirk of obedience? What is our obligation towards it as it is what rules the majority 
of our situations now? Knowingly, some who are characterized as adhering to the din 
know that these are non-Shari‘ah courts, but even so, they cannot seek judgement 
from anything other than them. We hope from you an explanation, and may Allah 
reward you good. 


A: No! this is shirk in regard to seeking judgement from other than Allah and His 
messenger, as it contains a dispute and ruling between two in conflict. As for shirk of 
obedience, it is in following someone who has the power of ordering and prohibiting 
in a general issue which has an obvious clash to the Shari‘ah. 


What is our obligation in relation to this? Our obligation lies in abandoning it, 
disbelieving in it, hating it, and pronouncing takfir of whoever judges with it, and so 
on. He (ta‘ala) said, 


“And when Ibrahim said to his father and people, I am free from what you are 
worshiping, except the One who created me for He will guide me.” 


And He said, 


“And when they said to their people, we are free from you and from what you are 
worshiping besides Allah. We disbelieve in you, and between us and you is hatred 
and enmity forever until you believe in Allah alone.” 


It is not permissible for you to seek judgement from it as seeking judgement from it is 
seeking judgement from the taghut. He (ta‘ala) said, 


“Have you not seen those (hypocrites) who claim that they believe in that which has 
been sent down to you, and that which was sent down before you, and they wish to 
go for judgement (in their disputes) to the taghut while they have been ordered to 
disbelieve in it.” 


The point you have alluded to [in the question] is that you have fallen in need, and 
necessity (darurah) does not permit shirk; shirk is only permitted for those other 
than transgressors with coercion (ikrah). He (ta‘ala) said, 


“The one who disbelieved in Allah after believing in Him, except the one who is 
coerced while his heart is content with belief.” 


If the loss of money permits shirk, then the Sahabah would not have abandoned 
their wealth and homes, and made hijrah for Allah achieving tawhid and the millah 
of Ibrahim. And these are some evidences for you regarding that: He (ta‘ala) 
said, 


“And fitnah is greater than killing.” 

And He (ta‘ala) said, 

“And fitnah is more severe than killing.” 

Regarding this ayah, ibn Kathir said in his tafsir, 

“Abul-‘Aliyah, Mujahid, Sa‘id ibn Jubayr, ‘Ikrimah, Hasan, Qatadah, Dahhak, and 
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ar-Rab” ibn Anas said, ‘Shirk is more severe than killing. 
Shaykh ibn Sahman said, 


“Fitnah is disbelief. If the city dwellers and the Bedouins fought until they perish, it 
is less than setting up a taghut on the land who governs in opposition to the Islamic 


Shari‘ah.” 
In response of those who compare necessity with coercion, Shaykh ibn ‘Atiq said, 


“He (ta‘ala) said, ‘But whoever is forced [by necessity], neither desiring [it] nor 
transgressing [its limit], there is no sin upon him.’ So after necessity He conditioned 
the one in need to not be one in pursuit of a desire nor a transgressor. And the 
difference between the two situations is not hidden.” 


And he said, 


“And is there in the permission of eating the dead meat (maytah) for the one in need, 
evidence for the permissibility of apostatizing willingly?! And is this not like 
marrying one’s sister or daughter by making qiyas on the permission for the free to 
marry a slave for the fear of committing zina and lack of wealth?! For the one who 
makes a comparison [of necessity with coercion] has exceeded above the qiyas of 
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those who said, “Trade is (just) like interest. 
He (ta‘ala) said, 


“Say, ‘My Lord has only forbidden immoralities — what is apparent of them and 
what is concealed — and sin, and oppression without right, and that you associate 
with Allah that for which He has not sent down authority, and that you say about 
Allah that which you do not know.’ ” 


And He (ta‘ala) said, 


“But whoever is forced [by necessity], neither desiring [it] nor transgressing [its 
limit], there is no sin upon him.” 


Ibn Taymiyyah said in his fatawa (14/476), 


“Shirk, speaking about Allah without knowledge, fawahish — what is apparent and 


hidden — and oppression; there is absolutely no maslahah (benefit) found in them.” 
And he said, 


“Being sincere in the din to Allah and having justice is obligatory in all cases and in all 
[revealed] laws.” 


And he said in his fatawa (14/477), 


“What is forbidden for everyone in every situation and not permissible for anything 


is fawahish, oppression, shirk, and speaking about Allah without knowledge.” 
And he said in his fatawa (14/470-471), 


“The forbidden matters consist of things with absolute clearness that the Shari‘ah 
does not permit anything from it neither for necessity or without necessity, such as 
shirk, immoralities (fawahish), speaking about Allah without knowledge, and 


oppression. These are the four that are mentioned in His saying, “Say, My Lord has 
only forbidden immoralities — what is apparent of them and what is concealed — and 
sin, and oppression without right, and that you associate with Allah that for which 
He has not sent down authority, and that you say about Allah that which you do not 
know.’ These things are forbidden in every Shari‘ah, and with this prohibition He 
sent all prophets, and He never permitted anything from them in any situation. And 
that is why this was revealed in this Makkan Surah.” 


And he said in his fatawa (14/474), 


“As for a man himself, then it is not permissible for him to do something that he 
knows is forbidden based on his assumption that it will help him in obedience to 


Allah.” 


And in the sirah, the Muslimin were besieged in Shi’b for three years. Also, in the 
sirah, the story of the hijrah to Habashah. And in it the negotiations of Quraysh with 
the Prophet, [all which are] in well-known stories, and the Prophet did not commit 
kufr or shirk for that. 
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